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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/055,582 

Apphcant(s) 

SILVER, DENNIS P. 

Examiner 

Arpad Fabian KovScs 

Art Unit 

3671 

llL) 



(3) . 

(4) . 


(1) Arp6d F6bten KnvAn 

(2) Brant Maurer 

Date of Interview: 21 December ->nru 

Type: ag Telephonic b)D video Conference 

OD Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

^^SSSS^T^ d)DYes *>®»°- 

Claim(s) discussed: 1. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Pool (382513m- R»H n ovfSU 179d19ft A1} 
Agreement with respect to the daims f)D was reached. g® was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

^To^Z7^T^SS. nature of ^ was a9reed t0 if an a « - 

alwl^ 

allowable is available, a summary thereof mS be attach amendmenls ^at would render the claims 

GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW ^SXSSS^SSi^' been ^ APp L'CANT IS 
FORM. WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE - 1 STmS^St^!^SSS^J^ INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
Summary of Recotf of Interview requirements S^JJ^SS^* ™ ^ 


Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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rammer's signage, if required 


Interview Summary 


Paper No. 12212004 


Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 


Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 


In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an inf p™™ J? ragiaph ^ 

— z^~'j^?-zzzz^^:^^ r -~^ 

All business wfth the Patent or Trademark Office should h« ^^1^ ^. siness ,0 te transacted in writing. 

wh.ch bear directly on the question of portability "*P°™M«Y to see that such a record is made and to correct materialinaocurac'S 

interview *tt~S^JttSgXE£ tS^^T", 1 — * — «" has **. the 

out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the i*» ITZ , I ?, ,he Manual of Patent fining Procedure, or pointina 

substanceofan interview is completely rec^rded^nS 

The Interview Summary Form shall be aiven an annronrfcT m' f epa J rate interview Summary Record is required 

■Contents- section of the file wrapper. In a pereo^ ZXlT^!% ll'J**'* ,he n ' 9nt hand P ortion of me ™* «*d on the 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a 1 teteohone «TZ!-!n ° '. he Form ,s g,ven to tne a PP |ica nt (or attorney or aqent) at tto 

either *th or prior to the next ^^J^l'X^^^^^ fe »° the applicant'/correfpo d C e address 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information- 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant ' 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, videc^conference, or personal) 

An identification of the specific prior art discussed 
■ a^Kof^ 

not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary * A 9 reement a * to allowability is tentative and does 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

. s^SssSSSES3S3%-.~ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement'!!^ send a letter setting forth the examine* version of the 

paper recording the substance of the interview ^ A^^^T^ZTu^ ^ ** '' ndiCa,i0n ' ' ,n,erview Record ° ^ »* 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 

Application No. 10/055,582 

iS^SK!55SS2S descflp " on * ,he 9eneral " aure - — « «■ » - 

Applicant called for clarification of the final rejection dated 12/7/2004. 

tsiff arasa ass? ? e9men ; s bein9 pivo,ai — - * « 

and second segments are "substantia? rll^^S^'lE^.^ P ' V °!! n9 85 Claimed - but for the *•* 
state: "a second segment" and should o^pSg ?KK -SSSC "* 

SlleaS « — *% horizontal, while 

reference, is that Pool's sagmenfcSl?^^ slme minn^Ef S f con ? usion in view of ™e combination 
combination would not destroy Pooh Terence b«l« f s^e manner Bonnov teaches, i.e. coaxially. This 
considered from BorinoVs teaching pSESSSTZSJ! Sf^S ^ betWeen the ^ se 9 ment is 
BorinoVs alternate angle is not part ofthe ^SSSSSS^S ,he Same horizontal orientation, and 

on Pool's connection, b^lSSISS^ The combination ^prove 

mode, and would provide wider range of Ztt££$$£2 2^*%?' "* " tranSP ° rt 

SS astS^ 35 & 39 are related; whi,e Cairn 17 is not 
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